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MAY -JUNE  CATTLE  SLAUGHTER  «^ 

Increase  from  1952* 


U.  S.  AV.  INCREASE 
44% 


PERCENT 
INCREASE 

n  0-20 

H  20  -  35 
35-50 
50  &  over 


*  UNDER  FEDERAL  INSPECTION,  AS  REPORTED 
AT  MAJOR  CENTERS 


U.  S.  DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 
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Cattle    slaughter  this  spring   has  been  much  the  last  few  years,  and  in  the  Southwest  the  serious 

above  last  year.    Increases  from  Com  Belt  feedlot  drought  that  has  sped  marketings, 

areas  are  large.     On  a  percentage  basis  they  are  Cattle  slaughter  during  the  rest  of  this  year  will 

even  greater  from  Southern  areas,  reflecting  in  the  likely  continue  above  last  year  but  by  a  smaller 

Southeast  the  rapid  expansion  in  production  there  percentage  than  during  the  spring. 
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THE    LIVESTOCK    A  I\f  D    M  E  A  T  SITUATION 


Approved  by  the  Outlook  and  Situation  Board,  June  29,  1953 

■  SUIHIAR-Y 

Cattle  have  moved  to  slaughter  in  record  volutTie  since  February. 
Prices  of  slaughter  cattle  of  top  grades  have  been  comparatively''  ;5tablej 
being  supported  by  strong  consumer  demand  for  beef.    Prices  of  lower 
grades  of  cattle,  influenced  by  big  marketings  from  drought  areas  and  by 
weak  demand  for  replacement  cattle,  have  declined  materially. 

The  large  slaughter  is> cutting  into  the  inventory  of  cattle  on 
farms  and  is  bringing  the  cyclical  expansion  in  cattle  production  close 
to  a  halt.    This  offers  promise  that  cattle  prices  will  shoiv  more  sta- 
bility in  the  next  fevir  years  than  previously  seemed  likely,  •  protl4^.d 
demand  for  m^at  stays  strong. 

Approximately  37-40  percent  more  cattle  were  slaughtered  by 
cominercial  firms  in  April- June  this  year  than  in  the  same  period  of  1952. 
For  January- June,  the  increase  averaged  a  little  over  30  percent.  Large 
nurabers  of  fed  steers  and  heifers  and  sizeable  numbers  of  grass  cattle 
have  been  marketed.    Slaughter  of  cov/s  has  been  up  relatively  less  than 
other  classes. 

Heavy  slaughter  is  lifting  beef  consumption  per  person  far  above 
last  year  and  for  all  of  1953  it  may  reach  or  slightly  exceed  the  record 
of  73  pounds  set  in  1909 o    Veal  consumption  also  will  be  up  from  1952^ 
but  consumers  will  have  about  10  pounds  less  pork  per  person.  Total 
meat  consumption  per  person  for  1953  may  exceed  last  yoar»s  144  pounds 
by  4  pounds. 

Slaughter  of  fed  cattle  will  taper  off  in  the  months  just  ahead 
but  slaughter  of  grass  cattle  will  increase  seasonally.    Total  cattle 
slaughter  will  continue  above  last  year  though  probably  by  less  than  in 
the  first  6  months.    However,  the  size  of  slaughter  in  the  second  half 
v^fill  depend  on  feed  conditions.    Under  present  conditions  the  slaughter 
rate  in  prospect  would  alio?/  a  small  further  increase  in  inventories. 
But  if  the  drought  in  the  Southern  Plains  should  spread,  slaughter  might 
be  large  enough  in  the  current  year  to  end  the  cyclical  increase  in  cattl 
inventories  that  began  in  1949. 

Some  seasonal  increase  in  prices  of  fed  cattle  seems  likely  in 
months  ahead  as  marketings  for  slaughter  decl  xne  (> 

Prices  of  grass  cattle--both  for  feeding  and  for  slaughter— have 
already  declined  considerably  from  their  seasonal  high  in  early  spring. 
Prices  v/ill  remain  comparatively  low  through  the  summer  and  fall  marketin 
season-5    They  will  probably  be  erratic  as  both  sellers  and  buyers  try  to 
appraise  the  prospects  for  the  future  folloxving  the  serious  price  adjust- 
ments of  the  past  year.    Any  increase  in  fed  cattle  prices  v/ould  have  a 
strengthening  effect  on  prices  of  grass  cattle. 
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Emergency  drought  conditidns  were  declared  in  Texas  and  Oklahoma 
on  June  29,  Plans  are  under  way  for  providing  feed  from  CCC  stocks  and 
other  forms  of  assistance  are  under  consideration. 

Supplies  of  pork  will  raiain  snail  throughout  this  year  and  well 
into  next  year.    Hog  producers  cut  back  their  IS 53  spring  pig  crop  by  10 
percent.    Even  though  prices  for  hogs  viere  higher  this  past  winter  and 
spring,  producers  plan  to  have  5  percent  fewer  sov/s  farrov.^  fall  pigs  this 
year  than  last.    Producers  in  the  Corn  Belt  ejqpect  to  keep  the  same  number 
of  sovrs  as  last  fall  but' those  in  areas  outside  the  Corn  Belt  are  planning 
a  17  percent  reduction. 

prices  of  slaughter  lambs  increased  by  about  ;''4.00  per  100  pounds 
since  January  but  recently  turned  dovmv/ard.  A  moderate  seasonal  decline 
is  in  view  for  the  next  fev/  months. 

REVIE*.'  AND  OUTLOOK  • 

Cattle  Slaughter  Rate  At. 
Record  High 

Cattle  have  been  moving  to  slaughter  at  an  increasing  rate  for 
nearly  a  year.    Comjiiercial  slaughter  of  cattle  and  calves  in  the  January- 
March  quarter  v;as  23  percent  above  last  year.    In  April-June  it  was 
around  37-40  percent  larger.    For  January- June  the  average  increase  v;as 
thus  about  SO  percent. 

In  each  month  beginning  in  February  the  number  slaughtered  \mder 
Federal  inspection  has  been  a  new  high  for  the  month. 

Fed  steers  and  heifers  have  made  up  a  large  part  of  the  slaughter 
this  spring.    On  April  1  about  12  to  14  percent  more  cattle  than  a  year 
earlier  Y/ere  on  feed,  and  feedlots  have  since  been  emptied  faster  than 
last  year.    Fed  cattle  have  been  marketed  at  high  quality,    l-ost  fed 
steers  have  graded  Choice  or  Prijne*    Fev;  have  been  sold  at  half  finish.  . 

While  the  run  of  fed  cattle  has  been  large,  increased  nuiabers  of 
cattle  also  have  gone  to  slaughter  from  range  areas  of  the  V^est  and 
pasture  areas  of  the  South.    Federally  inspected  slaughter  in  i 'ay- June 
was  up  41  percent  from  last  year  in  the  Hidwest,  v/here  most  of  the  cattle 
marketed  are  fed  cattle,  "jut  it  was  74  percent  above  last  year  in  the 
Southeast,  66  percent  in  the  Southv/est,  and  28  percent  in  the  West. 
(Table  lo) 

More  cov/s  have  been  slaughtered  this  spring  than  last,  but  the  : 
increase  has  been  less  tlian  in  steers  and  heifers.    Cows  have  been  a 
smaller  percentage  of  all  cattle  slaughtered  under  Federal  inspection  to 
date  this  year  than  in  any  of  the  past  10  years. 


Table  I.-  Nymber  of  cattle  slaughtered  under  Federal  inspection, 

by  najor  areas.  Hay- June  1952  and  1953 
  (Data  for  Cover  Chart)  


Jn,*  ^O.  O         ^  ^ 

t 

1953 

1  1 

0  w  0  d  J.  Q 

1952 

-]    Percent  change 
-from  1952 

 :  — 

XM        ii  U/  A 

Northeast 

!  ■  139,301 

105,180 

+  32 

Fidwest 

5  1,197,390 

848,986 

+  41 

Southeast 

J  120,572 

69,387 

+  74 

Southwest  1/  J 

I  421,609 

253,552 

+  66 

Ilountain  and  Pacific  ■ 

;  533,669 

259,904 

+  28 

Total  I 

1  2,212,541 

1,537,009 

+  44 

iTTlnciudes  Kansas  City,  'ichita  and  St«  Joseph  areas  as  well  as  C^cla- 
"Koina  and  Texas  e 


Compiled  from  liarket  News,  Livestock  Branch,  PlIA. 


Table  2»-  Beef  cons'-Jr/iption  per  person,  by  quarters, 
1947-1952,  and  forecast  for  1953 


Qu'arter 


Year  ' 

Jan,- 

1  a 

April-  \ 

July- 

«  • 

[      Oct.-  j 

year 

1  llarch 

[         June  [ 

Sept. 

]         Dec.  \ 

Pounds 

Pounds 

Pounds 

Pounds 

Pounds'  ' 

J 

1947  ! 

1  17.2 

17.4 

16.9 

17.1 

68.6 

1948  .  J 

\  16,0 

"15.2 

.  15.4 

15.6  • 

62.2 

1949 

1  16.8 

15.7 

16.4 

15.1 

:  63,0 

1950 

15.4 

.  15o4 

16.0 

15.6 

62.5 

1951  1 

1  14,4 

13.1 

14,2 

13.5 

55.2 

1952 

!  14.3 

14.6 

16.2 

16,2 

61,3 

1953 

!  17.5 

l/l9 

2/73 

1/  Preliminary  indication.    Z/  Forecast. 


Note;    Data  for  1947-51  are  revised  slightly  from  those  published  in 
this  Situation  for  Kay- June  1952  due  to  revisions  in  population  esti- 
mates. 
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Sla'a°:hter  V.lll  Continue     •         •■.r--. v., '  .  :  '      ■  . 

High^  '  ':^f::  •■  V  . 

Cattle  sla.u^hter  t^ll  be  large,  throughout  1953t    The  nwiber  of  fed 
cattle  marketed  can  be  expected  to  decrease  and  to-  drop  closer  to  last 
year's  leTel  as  the  bi,;  :2iarketing,  season  for  these  caotle  nears  its  end. 
Until  lately,  cattle  v/ere  mov iris  into  feedlots  at  a  sloiver  rate  this  year 
than  lart»    It  is  likely  that  only  r.oderately  rr.ovQ-  cattle  v.-sre  on  feed  in 
the  United  States  July  1,  than  a  year  a^o»    (Data  on  the  n\u?.ber  vdll  b© 
reported  July  14.) 

Slauch-ter  of  grass  cattle,  on  the  other  riand,  v.dll  increase  see.son- 
ftlly  and  x.-ill  be  considerably  larger  than  last  3^ar»    A  large  share  of 
the  increased  nur.bcr  of  cattle  narketed  off  grass  v.lll  go  directly  to 
slaughter    becav.se  feeders  vdll  be  reluctant  to  buy  then  for  feeding. 
Having  sustained  serious  financial  losses  in  cattle  feeding  this  past 
v.'inter,  feeders  vrill  be  cautious  in  their  plans  for  feeding  this  coining 
season.    They  nay  be  especially  hesitant  to  buy  early  in  tiie  season,  and 
slaughter  of  grass  cattle  at  that  tiiue  rdght  be  particularly  large  com- 
pared vdth  usual  trends. 

Slaughter  of  all  cattle,  fed  and  grass  coiibined,  is  not  likely  to 
be  as  auch  above  last  year  in  the  second  half  or  1G53  as  it  v.-as  in  the 
first  half.    Its  size  v/ill  be  governed  largely  by  feed  conditions, 
pastures  and  rsjiges  are  v^^ry  dry  in  a  broad  area  extending  frda  central 
Kansas  sout'ir.^rd  t'.irough  the  eastern  hali"  of  Nev/  r.exico  and  v;e stern  lialf 
of  Texas.    Several  other  Southern  areas  liave  becone  dry  recently, 
pastures  in  the  entire  northern  part  of  the  United  States,  hov.ever,  have 
been  very  good. • 

If  the  drought  does  not  spread,  total  slaughter  r^f  cattle  ard 
calves  in  1853  v.dll  likely  e:>rceed  last  yec.r  by  about  one- fourth.  Depend- 
ing on  the  size  of  the  yearns  calf  crop,  this  rite  of  slaughter  probably 
v/ould  be  a  little  less  than  the  net  natural  increase,  and  the  nurrber  of 
cattle  on  faims  at  the  ei*d  of  the  yee.r  would  be  a  little  larger  than  at 
the  beginning. 

But  if  the  drought  should  bscor.iS  7;orse,  slaughter  for  the  year 
night  be  high  enough  to  end  the  cyclical  expansion  in  cattle  numbers  that 
began  in  194S.  .  ,  .  . 

The  upsvdng  in  the  nurber  of  cattle  that  begaii  in  1949  v;as  sharper 
than  in  past  cactle  cycles,    "'ith  the  increase  trailing  off  fnis  year,  the 
ups^'dn^;  also  is  likely  to  be  shorter  than  usual.    In  fact,  if  numbers  fail 
to  increase  this  year,  the  expansion  phase  of  the  currenL  cattle  cycle 
vdli  be  the  shortest  on  record.    Jii  pact  cattle  cycles,  the  period  of  in- 
crease in  nunbers  has  lasted  fron  6  to  8  years. 

Beef  Supply  Record  High 

Since  cattle  ana  calf  slaughter  has  been  approximately  cO  percent 
above  last  year  in  the  first  6  irionths  of  1953  and  is  likely  to  average 
25  percent  higher  .for  tl\e  year  as  u  whole,  the  output  of  beef  vdll  be  far 
above  last  year. 
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Table  3.^  Cattle  slaughtered  under  Federal  inspection,  by  class, 
January  to  May,  1951,  1952  and  1953  1/ 


Number 


t 

• 

Ji >-?  J.X  ^1  £5 

• 

CiOVTS 

V.  ^ 

lionth 

'  1953  ' 

1  « 
f  « 

1952  • 

• 

■ 

• 

• 

1951 

'  1951  • 

1  ■ 

1  S 

1953  ' 

« 

1952  • 

• 

1951  * 

• 

1953  • 

• 

1952  * 

• 
• 

i  1,000 

1,000 

1,000 

*X'oo"o~* 

Tiooo'~ 

1,000 

1,000 

1  ,,000 

:  head 

head 

head 

head 

head 

head 

head 

head 

head 

Jan. 

'i  709 

600 

583 

179 

130 

141 

390 

334 

401 

Feb. 

!  692 

586 

476 

165 

122 

115 

287 

252 

270 

Mar. 

!  802 

O'xD 

572 

153 

117 

107 

308 

239 

C'OX 

Apr.    :  869 

ooo 

533 

152 

102 

89 

504 

221 

May 

1    ,  854 

630 

122 

89 

79 

519. 

254 

coo 

Percent  of  total  ca 

ttle  slaughtered 

Jan.  ! 

1  54.0 

54.7 

50.3 

13.6 

11.9 

12.1 

29.7 

30,  5 

34i6 

Feb  * 

i  59.1 

59  ..5 

53,6 

14.1 

12.4 

13.0 

24.6 

25.6 

30.4 

iiar.  ; 

•  61.7 

58*8 

59,3 

11.8 

12.6 

11.1 

23.7 

25.8 

27.1 

Apr,  ! 

!  63.4 

62.4 

59.6 

11.1 

10.9 

10.0 

22.2 

23.5 

27.4 

May 

1  63.5 

61.6 

63.9- 

9.1 

8.8 

8.0 

23.7 

25.2 

24.1 

17  Nutiiber  of  bulls  ancT  stags' not  sho-vm.  ~ 

Compiled  from  Market  Hevrs,  Livestock  Branch,  HIA.  ' 

In  January-!; arch,  consumption  of  beef  per  person  was  about  17.5 
pounds  compared  vdth  14.3  pounds  in  the  sarae  quarter  of  1952 *    in  April- 
June,  consumption  probably  was  something  like  19  pounds.    Last  year  the 
April-June  rate  vms  14.6  pounds.     (Table  2.) 

For  all  of  1953,  beef  consumption  per  person  i/ill  likely  at  least 
equal  the  1909  rate  of  73  pounds,  highest  in  this  century. 

Prices  fo£  Fed  Cattle  Relatively  Steady 
Througli  Junefpemand  Strong 

Prices  for-  fed  cattle  have  been  comparatively  steady  since  April 
after  declining  sharply  from  January  to  Inarch.  A  small  gain  in  May  v/as 
erased  under  pressure .  of- very  large  y.iarketings  and  slaughter  in  June.  •• 

In  general,  prices  for  fed  cattle  have  been  held  down  because  of 
the  increased  marketing,  not  because  of  any  change  in  consumer  demand  for 
meat.    Insofar  as  it  can  be  estimated,  demand  for  meat  does  not  appear  to 
be  much  different  tiian  at  this  time  last  year. 

Supported  by  the  active  consumer  demand,  aided  by  a  shorter  supply 
of  pork,  and  encouraged  by  promotional  efforts  of  private  agencies  and  the 
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Department  of  Agriculture,  the  increased  consijtnption  of  beef  has  taken 
place  with  about  an  equivalent  decline  in  prices  at  retail.    IIOGt  esti- 
mates sho;v  retail  beef  prices  this  apring  dov/ii  a  fourth,  and  the  supply 
.up  a.  third.    Often  in  the  past  this  much  increase  in  supply  has  caused 
a  greater  decline'  in  price.  • 

Consumers  are  spending  about  as  much  money  for  red  meats  thJ. s  j^ear  as 
last*    Sxponditures •  f or  meat  have  not,  howevar^  gone  up  along  vd.th  rising 
consumer  incomes.    A  slightly  smaller  part  of  incomes  is  being  spent  for 
?neat  than  a '  year  ago. '  The  relationship  of  er.penditures  for  meat  to  in- 
comes of  consumers  has  tended  to  decline  ever  since  reaching  it-s  inflation- 
ary high  in  1947-48, 

Prices  of  slaughter  cattle  are  35  to  40  percent  belov;  a  ye?>r  ago, 
which  is  a  bigger  percentage  decline  than  has  been  recorded  for  the  retail 
price  of  beef«    This  is  a  normal  experience.    Because  the  costs  and  re- 
turns in  marketing  and  distributing  meat  tend  to  be  nearly  constant,  they 
absorb  a  bigger  part  of  the  retail  price  when  prices  are  low  than  when 
they  are  high*    A  sr'iallsr  part  of  low  than  of  high  retail  prices  there- 
fore goes  to  the  producer  for  the  live  animal. 

Statistical  evi.dence,  though  hot  entirely  conclusive,  is  that  the 
price  sp.read  or,  margin  betireen  the  li^/e  aniiial  and  beef  a4:  retail  is  fully 
as  Tivide  as  last  year  and  may  be  a  bit  vdder.    This  is  opposite  to.  the 
situation  for  pork,  for  wliich  the  ma'rketing  margin  has  been  rather  narrow 
recently. 

Higher  Prices  for  Fed  Cattle  in 
Prospect;  Decline  for  Grass^Cattle 


A  moderate  seasonal  increase  in  prices  of  top  grade  slaughter  steers 
seems  in  prospect  as  marketings  decline  in  tlie  months  ahead. 

Prices  of  grass  cattle  will  probably  be  much  less  firm.     Since  early 
April  prices  of  all  kinds  of  cattle  off  grass  have  declined.     The  average 
price  for  all  sales  of  stocker  and  feeder  steers  at  Kansas  City,  vfhich 
ranged  from  (il9,00  to  :j20cOO  per  100  pounds  in  J  ay,  ivas  dovjn  to  .^;15.77  the 
week  ending  June  27.    In  late  June  last  year  It  wa;;  about  ;)24.00. 

Feeders  vdll  be  unvd.lling  to  buy  feeder  cattle  in  large  number  this 
summer  and  fall  except  at  prices  that  appear  low  enough  to  allow  them  a 
good  chance  of  profit.    They  villi  plan  carefully  to  avoid  repeating  the 
financial  losses  they  took  last  v/inter.    Slaughterers,  faced  v.dth  a  rather 
limited  outlet  for  beef  of  the  middle  grades,  v.lll  likev/ise  buy  grass 
cattle  in  volume  only  at  relatively  low  prices.    Both  feeders  and  slaughter- 
ers will  alter  their  demands  from  time  to  timie  as  they  reappraise  the 
prospects  for  the  future.    Prices  of  grass  cattle  villi  in  all  probability 
remain  seasonally  low  and  v/ill  continue  erratic  for  several  months. 
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Table  4.-  Nvmber  of  sows  farrowing,  pigs  saved  and  pigs  saved  per  litter,  spring 
and  fall  pig  crops,  Utiited  State  a  .and  by  regionsi  :l£(47v7l953 

SPRING  PIG  CROP  •  ' 


Year 

I 

NortJi     ,  » 

North  Central 

I                      <»  ■ 
:        South      ■  I 

» 

'     South      : . 

Western  ' 

1 

}  Uloited 

Atlsintici  : 

East 

1 

West 

t     Atlantic  t 

^  Central  t 

t  States 

t 

t 

s  ; 

» •■• 

t 

■ 

•  ■. 

!rbousands 

Thousands 

Thouseinds 

!^u  sands 

Thousands 

: 

Sows  farrowing 

1947 

159  , 

2,311 

4,250 

639 

,  979 

230 

,  8,548 

1948 

153 

2  111 

V  t  1  xo 

608 

987 

256 

7,833 

1949 

165 

TC,  UX  «7 

633 

'  1,053 

256 

8,820 

1950 

'  J. 

14S  > 

2,554 

4,568 

631 

o  ,  1,048 

228 

9,174 

1951 

.  ■■ 

153 

2,625 

4,855 

683 

1,026 

249 

9,591 

1952 

.  • 

157 

2,442 

4,053 

721 

904 

216 

8,493 

1953  y 

• 

136 

2,282 

3,679 

604 

603 

145 

7,449 

J 

Pigs  saved 

1947 

: 

*  . 

1,029 

25,812 

3,790 

5,857 

1,446 

52,199 

1948 

1,010 

24,062 

3,714 

6,030 

.  1,600 

50,468 

1949 

1,107 

27,835 

3,909 

6,570 

1,639 

56,969 

1950 

92Q 

If?  177 

28,905 

3,971 

,  6,534 

1,428 

57,935 

1951 

1,016  • 

17  238 . 

31,463 

4,273 

6,430 

1,587 

62,007 

1952 

1,072 

1  fi  4.?! 

27,075. 

4,601 

"  5,846 

1,342 

56,357 

1953  1/ 

942 

15,749 

25,177 

3,955 

3,947 

956 

50,726 

Pigs  saved  per  litteij  . 

Number 

Number 

Number 

Number 

.  Nvzmber 

Number 

Number 

1947 

6.46 

6.17 

6.16 

5*93 

v.  5.98 

6.27 

6.11 

1948 

6.58  ■ 

6.65" 

6.47 

6»11 

6.11 

6.26 

;.,'.,6.44 

1949 

t 

6.73 

6.65 

6.44 

6.17 

6.24 

6.3d 

6.46 

1950 

6.36 

D.Ou 

6.33 

6.29 

,  6.23 

6.26 

6.31 

1951 

6.63 

O.  u  1 

6.48 

6.26 

6.27 

6.38 

6.47 

1952 

6.85 

Otic 

6.68 

6.38 

6.47 

6.23 

6.64 

1953  1/ 

6.92 

R  on 

6.84 

6.54 

6.55 

6.59 

6.81 

FALL  PIG  CROP 

: 

Sows  farrowing 

X 

Thousands 

thousands 

Thousands 

thousands 

Thousands 

thousands 

Thousands 

1947 

\ 

121 

1  5.'57 

1,530 

583 

901 

174 

4,866 

1948 

126 

1  fiOQ 

1,690 

551 

904 

190 

5,070 

1949 

123 

1,941 

565 

951 

188 

5,568 

1950 

119  , 

2,183 

561 

924 

166 

5,923 

1951 

126 

2,269 

611 

87i9 

189 

6,032 

1952 

118 

1  7<9R 

X  ,  1  ^  V 

2,012 

566 

684 

143 

5,318 

1953  2/ 

. 

108 

1  798 

1,999 

497 

534 

118 

5,054 

: 

Pigs  saved 

1947 

: 

831 

TO   1  QQ 

9,732 

3,584 

5,627 

1,117 

Ol,0i^0 

1948 

865 

JLU  ,  9X  ( 

11,184 

3,452 

5,717 

1,223 

33,358 

1949 

831 

1x>9aO 

12,694  • 

3,531 

6,Q59 

,    1,235  , 

36,275 

1950 

815 

14,674 

3,552 

5,998 

1,076 

39,404 

1951 

872 

Xo ,OUO 

14,899 

3,975 

5,.704 

1,224 

39,804 

1952 

818 

12,064 

13,490 

3,623 

4,420 

940 

55,355 

1953 

2/33,500 

: 

Pigs  saved  per  litter 

Number 

Nvnnber 

Number 

Number 

Number 

Number 

Number 

1947 

6.82 

6.55 

6.36 

6.14 

6.25 

6.45 

6.39 

1948 

6.88 

6.78 

6.62 

6.27 

6.32 

6.43 

6.58 

1949 

6.77 

6.62 

6.54 

6.2S 

6,3^ 

6.65 

6.52 

1950 

6.83 

;  6.74 

6.72 

6.33 

6.49 

6.50 

6.65 

a95i 

6.92 

6.70 

6.51 

6.51, 

6,49  , 

6.47 

6.60 

1952 

6.97 

6.72 

6.70 

■     6.40  - 

6.46 

6.56 

6.65 

1953 

\  .,.<,. 

• '  1  1 1  'i ']  I.'  i '. ii'. 

2/6.65 

V  Preliminary 

z/  Number  indicated  to  farrow  from  breeding  intentions  as  of  June  1,  1953;  average  number  of  pigs  per 
litter  adjusted  for  trend  used  to  oalculate  indicated  number  of  pigs  saved. 
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Table  5.-  Number  of  sows  farrowing  and  percentage  disti'ibution 
by  months,  spring  season.  United  States,  1947-53 

 ^  Number  of  sows  farrowing  


Year 


1947 
1948 
1949 
1950 
1951 
1952 
1953 


Deo.  l/  \    Jan«     *  Feb, 


Thous.       Thous*  Thous# 


293 
254 
283 
249 
288 
267 
222 


381 
350 
441 
416 
491 
480 
446 


900 
746 
950 
1,089 
1,237 
1,201 
1,075 


riar  • 

.  Apr. 

• 

I/iay 

lOT^ai 

• 
• 

Thous"»^ 

Thous. 

Thous. 

Thous. 

2,452 

3,035 

1,487 

8,548 

2,122 

2,838 

1,523 

7,833 

2,567 

3,026 

1,545 

8,820 

2,803 

3,084 

1,533 

9,174 

2,752 

3,103 

1,720 

9,591 

2,390 

2,589 

1,566 

8,493 

2,154 

2,267 

1,285 

7,449 

Percent 


percent  of  'total  sov/s  farrovTing^'' 
Percent  "percent   'percent  Percent 


percent  Percent 


1947  1 

1  3.4 

4.5 

10.5 

28.7 

35.5 

17.4 

100.0 

1948  ; 

;  3.2 

4.5 

9.5 

27.1 

36.2 

19.5 

100.0 

1949 

!  3.2 

5.0 

10.9 

29. 1 

34.3 

17.5 

100.0 

1950  ! 

I  2.7 

4.5 

11.9 

50.6 

33.6 

16.7 

100.0 

1951  J 

5  3.0 

5.1 

12.9 

26.7 

32.4 

17.9 

100.0 

1952  1 

5  3.x 

5.7 

14.2 

28.1 

30.5 

18.4 

100.0 

1963  1 

s  3.0 

6.0 

14.4 

28.9 

30.4 

17.3 

100.0 

l/  December  of  preceding  year. 


prospects  for  Longer  Fxiture 
Brighter^  Provided  DeinancfTs  Strong 

The  big  increase  in  cattle  slaughter  this  year  not  only  affects 
current  beaf  supplies  and  prices  but  also  has  an  important  bearing  on  the 
future.    T'ne  slaughter  this  year  is  bringing  the  end  o?  the  cycle  in 
numbers  closer.    It  is  also  bringing  nearer  the  tine  when  price  adjust- 
:iients  vdll  be  coirpleted. 

The  supply  of  beef  p'^r  person  may  be  as  high  this  year  as  in  any 
year  of  this  cycle.    Cons'Mption  per  person  in  the  next  2  or  3  years  is 
expected  to  be  at  or  a  little  above  70  pounds.    This  revises  to  a  siaall 
extent  the  projectionr,  previously  ir'a^le  where  a  small  further  rise  in  beef 
supply  v;as  foreseen.    (See  this  Situation,  l  arch-April  1953,  pages  21-26.) 

This  outlook  gives  some  promise  for  cattle  prices  to  show  more 
stability  in  the  next  fevr  years  tlian  previously  seemed  likely,    vjhile  not 
pointing  to  an  uptrend,  it  does  suggest  that  1S53  prices  might  prove  to  be 
close  to  the  lov.'s  in  the  present  cattle  cycle.    This  outlook  is  based  on 
the  assumption  that  consumer  demand  for  beef  will  continue  strong  and 
supplies  of  other  meats  are  not  e:^cefjsive.    If  dejr.and  for  beef  should 
v;eaken,  prices  for  beef  and  for  cattle  would  decline  further.    Any  decrease 
in  prices  for  pork  anc^.  Ifcab  and  iiiutton  in  years  ahead  v/ould  naturally  have 
some  weakening  effect  on  beef  prices. 
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Future  Level  of 
Cattle  Produc'tion 

Evaluating  t'.ie  outlook  for  cattle  always  raises  the  question  of  the 
level  of  cattle  production  that  v/ould  conrc'orra  to  price  and  income  pros- 
pects.   Since  the  prir.is  controller  of , cattle  numbers  and. production  is  the 
size  of  the  breeding  herd,  the  question  becomes  one  of  how  many  cov/s  are 
justified  by  the  economic  outlook. 

As  noted  above cow  slaughter  has  not  yet  j.ncreased  greatly>  except 
for  the  high  rate  of  slaughter  in  the  drought  areas  the  last  fevj  weeks, 
(see  table  .3.)    Relatively  few  cows  are  usually  slaughtered  in  the  spring. 
Host  of  the  year»s  cow  slaughter  cones  in  the  fall.    ';e  vdll  not  know  for 
several  ir.onths  whether  producers  have  decided  to  reduce  their  cow  herds  or 
maintain  them.    However,  the  likelihood  is  for  no  really  big  liquidation  of 
cows  this  year,  unless  there  is  extensive  drought.    Ordinarily,  cows  are 
the  last  class  to  be  sold*.    Their  sale  in  great  number  usually  is  forced  by 
conditions  such  as  (1)  a  shortage  of  feed^  or  (2)  lack  of  credit;  or  (3)  ex- 
treme pessiraism  ebout  future  prospects.    ITone  of  these  three  is  expected  to 
be  acute  the  country  over  this  year. 

Then  oov;  selling  starts  it  usually  proceeds  rapidly.    In  most  cattle 
cycles,  numbers  eventually  hare  been  reduced  more  than  market  prospects 
justified  i;jst  as  they  have  been  over-expanded  during  the  upward  phases  of 
the  cycles*    Unless  consumer  denand  should  be  curtailed  by  economic  re- 
cession, "which  is  not  now-  in  prospect,  the  market  for  beef  will  continue 
large.    It  does  not  call  for  any  radical  cut-back  in  beef  production. 
Fairly  sharp  culling  of  cowherds,  so  as  to  reduce  costs  of  production, 
would  seem  in  order,  but  wholesale  liquidation  would  not  be, 

|i^:trther  Reduction  in 
Pig  Crops 

Last  year  producers  reduced  their  pig  crop  10  percent.    As  a  result, 
hog  slaughter  in  1S53  has  been  substantially  below  1S52  and  it  vdll  continue 
so<,    Pork  consumption  per  person  may  average  about  62  pounds,  10  pounds  less 
than  the  72  pounds  in  19 52. 

Hog  growers  are  making  a  further  cut  in  production  this  year»  Thej^ 
saved  10  percent  fewer  pigs  this  spring  than  last,  and  they  plan  a  5  per- 
cent reduction  this  fall  from  last  fall. 

About  12  percent  fewer  sows  farrowed  this  spring  than  last,  but  the 
average  size  of  litter  vras  up  to  a  ne^v  record  of  6^81  pigs.    Early  spring 
litters  vrere  reduced  least,  continuing  the  trend  toward  early  dates  of 
farrowing e    The  "'".e stern  Com  Belt  had  7  percent  fewer  pigs  than  last  spring 
and  the  Eastern  Corn  Belt  4  percent  fewer,  v/hilo  areas  outside  the  Corn 
Belt  reduced  their  spring  pigs  by  24  percent » 

Farmers  intended  on  June  1  to  have  5  percent  fev/er  so\jq  farrow  this 
fall  than  last.    At  an  average  size  of  litter  the  crop  v/ould  be  33.5 
million  pigs. 
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In  the  Corn  Belt  about  the  sane  nimbor  of  sows  v/iH  .farrov;  this  fall 
as  last,  according  to  the  Jime  intentions*    As  in  the  spring,  the  crop  this 
fall  will  be  reduced  greatly  outside  th©  Corn  Belt,  where  a  17  percent  de- 
crease is  planned. 

Last  year  t]ie  number  of  sows  farrov/ing  was  coroparatively  large  in 
the  suinrner  but  smaller  beginning  in  September «    This  year,  the  number 
farrov/ing  may  take  an  opposite  movement •    Summer  farrov/ing s  vdll  doubtless 
be  considerably  below  last  summer,  but  by  late  fall  the  nvimber  of  sows 
farrowing  may  about  equal  the  number  at  the  same  time  last  years 

Hog  producers  have  not  responded  the  way  they  usually  do  to  favorable 
prices  for  hogs.    Since  February  the  hog-corn  price  ratio  has  been  bet-.Yoen 
13.5  and  15»5,  which  is  much  above  average.    A  ratio  this  high  has  alnost 
always  been  followed  by  an  increase  in  production.    There  may  be  several 
reasons  for  the  reluctance  of  producers  to  expand  this  yeare    One  is  that 
prices  have  not  been  up  very  long*.    They  turned  higher  only  about  the  first 
of  this  year,  v;hereas  they  had  been  depressed  for  much  of  the  previous  18 
months.    Vesicular  exanthema  disease  continues  a  menace,  though  actual 
losses    from  it  are  minor.    Some  of  the  small  producers  outside  the  Corn 
Belt  are  continuing  to  go  out  of  hog  production  despite  improving  hog  prices. 
The  large  supply  of  cattle  may  still  be  influencing  hog  producers.  And 
finally,  the  Government  loan  program  tends  to  support  the  price  'of  corn  at 
near  the  loan  price  but  the  price  of  hogs  is  subject  to  the  uncertainties  of 
the  market.    With  com  prices--a  cost«--more  assured  but  hog  prices  less 
assured,  hog  producers  are  making  less  response  than  normal  this  year  to 
prevailing  hog-corn  price  relationships. 

Hog  slaughter  will  remain  lev/  through  at  least  the  first  part  of  1954e 
Until  then,  the  small  supplies  of  pork  will  keep  prices  relatively  high. 
Usual  seasonal  changes  may  be  expected.    The  1S53  high  in  prices  may  come 
at  late  summer,  and  a  seasonal  decline  vdll  follov/  during  the  fall»- 

Sheep  Slaughter  at 

Liquidation  Rate^  ~  ...  . 

Sheep  production  was  reduced  drastica'lly  during  the  1940 "s  and  sheep 
and  lamb  slaughter  has  been  at  a  very  low  level  during  the  past  4  years« 
About  17  percent  more  sheep  and  lambs  v/ere  slaughtered  commercially  in 
January- June  this  year  than  last*    This  increase,  in  light  of  the  nianber 
on  fariTis  January  1  and  the  probable  lainb  cropi  signals  a  reduction  in  the 
nuraber  of  sheep  and  lambs  on  fams  during  1053« 

Most  X)f  the  reduction  is  probably  occurring  in  the  dry  Southern 
Plains.    Some  decrease  may  be  taking  place  in  parts  of  the  I'Ountain  "i;estr, 
The  eastern  or  "native"  States  have  been  increasing  sheep  production  for  3 
years,  and  it  is  likely  that  they  are  holding  up  best  again  this  yearc  Kovf- 
ever,  actual  trends  there  are  not  yet  knovmo 

Prices  of  slaughter  lambs  increased  about  O4«00  per  100  pounds  from 
January  through  Kay,  then  decreased  seasonally  in  June.    A  general  seasonal 
decline  may  continue  until  fall.    Lamb  prices,  v;hich  are  generally  affected 
by  prices  for  cattle,  have  held  up  much  better  than  cattle  prices  in  the 
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past  year.»    In  June,  ChoicQ  and  Prine  ijlaughter  iDj'bs  at  Chicago  sold  for 
20  percent  nore  tlian  Choioe  slaughter  steers,    A  y^ft?  Rgo  they  v/ere  11  per- 
cent less  than  Choice  Lteer  x^rices.    The  pi*esent  tarsin  over  Choice  steers 
is  the  greatest  since  April  1049 • 

Assistance  in  Drought 
Relief  Begun 

FariTiers  and  ranchers  r-.n  152  co'jnties  of  Texac  and  Oklahci-.a  were  made 
eligible  on  Jvme  29  for  emergency  federal  disaster  relief.  Ti^imedi&tely 
provided  was  feed  fron  stocks  of  the  Coniaodity  Credit  Corporation,  v/hich 
v.'as  to  be  priced  in  line  v/ith  livestock  prices  in  -l-.he  area.    Also  under 
consideration  was  supplying  additional  cred5.t,  as  vrell  as  other  mef.sures  of 
assistance  to  drought- strickon  farniers. 

Ilexican  Foot- and-tiouth 
Ou't^Dreak  Closes  BcrcTer 

On  ray  23  the  United  States  closed  its  border  to  imports  of  livestock 
and  fresh  or  frozen  meats  frora  I;exico»    The  closing  followed  an  outbreak  of 
f cot- an d-raouth  disease  in  vera  Cru2.    The  border  hs.d  been  closed  to  such 
imports  for  alrp.o.;t  5  yoars  prior  to  last  September,  during  which  time  the 
"exican  and  United  States  gov errjTients had  carried  on  a  joint  campaign  to 
eradicate  the  disease  in  :."exico.    The  recent  outbreak  was  located  only  a  fev/ 
miles  frorri  vjhere  the  last  outbreak  occurred  in  Aunust -ISol, 


Some  256,000  cattle  a:'id  ap-roxiriately  35  rdllion  pounds,  product 
Y;eight,  of  beef  and  veal  were  iiaported  frc^u  Ilexico  during  the  8  2/3  months 
the  border  was  officially  open.    None  of  the  cattle  were  from  the  former 
quarantine  area, 

Experienced  veterinary  crews  of  both    over  mm  ants,  maintained  for  such 
an  emergency,  have  held  tlie  I'.ew  infection  within  the  boundaries  of  the 
general  area  of  quarantine,  according  to  the  joint  Kexican-United  States 
Conission, 

New  Regulations  on  ^  July  1 

Beginning  July  1  the  Department  of  Agriculture  rut  into  effect  certain 
revisions  to  the  federal  regulations  on  vesicular  exanthema.    The  USDA  will 
no  longer  pay  inde'-nities  on  losses  from  hogs  fed  rp;w  garbage.    Hogs  from  a 
quarantinec3  orea  and  all  hogs  fed  rav/  garbage  can  be  moved  interstate  only 
to  slaughter  oxid  the  carcass  must  be  specially  processed.    In  areas  not 
under  quarantine  grain-fed  hogs  and  hogs  certified  to  have  been  fed  cooked 
garbage  caii  move  across  State  lines  without  restriction. 

Vesicular  exanthema  has  spread  frojr.  California  to  the  east  coast  dur- 
ing the  last  12  months,    "nder  the  eiriergency  declared  by  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  last  August,  the  disease  has  been  eradicated  in  most  of  the 
States  and  I'dth  a  few  exceptions  novj  exists  only  in  California  and  around 
the  large  cities  in  the  :."orth  Atlantic  States.    Thirty-four  States  have  en- 
acted laws  or  regulations  requiring  the  cooking  of  garbage  and  several  other 
States  are  considerinf-.  such  control  measures. 
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'  •■  '         Changes' in  Demand  Tor  Fcrk  Produot? 

•      '  ■  by  Earl       Miller    •    ■  '  ■  - 

Daring  the  past  50  ^e^-^'S  the  Anerican  consmier  has  shown  an  increas- 
ing preference  for  lean  cuts  of  porlc  over  fat  cuts  and  lard*     This  is 
evident  from/T.ddening  price  c.dvantage  of  leara  over  fat  cutss.    Since  the  re- 
lative supply  of  the  various  cuts  has  changed  only  little,  the  higher 
prices  for  lefm  cuts  demon st rats  an  increasing  demand  for  theiri. 

■"   ■  '    .  Because  prices  for  lean  cuts  such  as  h53v\s,  loins,  picnics  and  butts 
have  been  rising  relative  to  those  for 'fat  cuts  and  liird,  an  increasing 
part  of  the  value  of  the  total  hog  caTcass--and  therefore  of  the  live  hog — 
has  cor.e  from  lean  cuts,  and  a  decreasing  part  from  fat  cuts  and  lard. 

price  trends  for  S  cuts  and  for  lard  are  shovm.  in  the  top  chart  on 
page  15  and  those  for  several  cuts  and  groups  of  cuts.as  Vv-ell.as  live  hog 
prices  are  shovm  in  table  6.    Loins,  which  are  retailed  largely  as  pork 
chopSj,  have  been  one  of  the  cuts  in  greatest  demand  over  the  years  and 
their  prices  have  trended  generally  upward.    Prices  for  hams  and  Boston 
butts  have  followed  loins,  although 'the  price  per  pound"  usually  has  been  a 
little  lower.    Prices  for  the  other  cuts  and  lard  show  considerable  vari- 
ation compared  vdth  loins  and  have  not  made  nearly  so  much  gain  since  early 
years  of  the  century,    prior  to  1920,  the  position  of  lard  and  those  fat 
cuts  readily  -converted  to  lard  v;as  held  up  by  a  strong  export  demand  for  lard 
as  v/ell  as  by  a  comparatively  stronger  domestic  dev.iandc     Those  demands  are 
nov7  weaker.    Fat  backs,  plates  an-1  iov;ls,  nearly  always  the  cheapest  cuts, 
are  cheaper  now  than  years  ago  relative  to  prices  for  lean  outs. 

Bellies,  vrhich  are  primarily  made  into  bacon,  are  the  most  important 
cut  grouped  vdth  the  fat  cuts*    Because  bacon  is  still  in  strong  demand  by 
the  consumer,  the  price  of  bellies  compared  rather  favorably  with  prices  of 
the  leaner  cuts  imtil  recent  year So    They  are  nov;  in  an  intermediate  posi- 
tion, having  increased  in  price  less  than  lean  cuts,  but  more  than  fat  backs, 
plates  and  jowls* 

The  price  of  lard,  while  fluctuating  in  line  vlth  the  general  .level  of 
pork  prices,  has  declined  relative  to  lean  cvts  since  about  1925*    Early  in 
the  period,  ln.rd  was  v/orth  more  per  pound,  than  any  other  pork  product;  today 
it  is  the  cheapest  major  pork  products    The  price  of  lard  has  been  belov/  the 
composite  carcass  value  per  pound  since  1S25  and  belov/  the  price  of  live  hogs 
since  1947.    It  is  nov^  vjorth  only  about  one-third  as  much  per  pound  as  most 
lean  cutso         *     ..    •  • 

The  composite  value  of  all  lean  cuts  per  pound  .v/as  in  early  years 
about  the  same  as  the  composite  average  price  of  all  pork  items.    It  is  now 
almost  one-half  higher  than  the  all-pork  average  because  of  declining  values 
of  fat  cuts  and  lard.  ;  . 

As  price  relationships  have  changed,  more  and  more  of  the  total 
value  roturnod  for  each  hog  has  had  to  come  from  the  lean  cuts.    Table  7  and 
the  lower  chart  on  page  15' present  data.    In  1905-09  the  o5c05  pounds  of 
lekn  cuts  produced  from  each  100  pounds  of  live  hog  comprised  a  little  less 
than  half  the  total  value  oi"  all  products.    The  17.25  pounds  of  fat  cuts  and 
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WHOLESALE  PORK  PRICES,  CHICAGO 


1905         1915  1925  1935         1945  1955 


*  FRESH,  8-10  POUND  AVERAGE  O  C  LEAR  BELLIES,  F  RES  H ,  8 -12  POU  N  D  AVE  RAG  E 

^TIERCE  LARD  1905-29,  1-POUND  CARTONS  1929  TO  DATE  ^REGULAR  PLATES  AND  JOWLS,  DRY  SALT 

U.  S.  DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE  NEG.49126  -XX      B  U  R  E  A  U  0  F  A  G  R  1  C  U  LT  U  R  A  L  EC  0  N  0  M  I C  S 


PORK  CUTS 

Value  as  Percentage  of  Carcass  Value 


1905         1915  1925  1935         1945  1955 


♦  wholesale  pork  prices  (FRESH  BASIS),  CHICAGO;  CONSTANT  YIELDS  OF  VARIOUS  CUTS  AND  LARD 
1953  IS  JANUARY- MAY  ONLY 

U.  S.  DEPARTMENTOFAGRICULTURE  NEG.49260-XX      BUREAU  0FA6R1CULTURAL  ECONOMICS 
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Table  6^  ■  holesale  price  cf  pork  cuts  (fresh  basis)  and  of  live  hogs, 

per  100  pounds^  Chicago,  1905-1952 


price  of  individual  cuts 


Conpcsite  price  6/      : Price  of 


Year 

'  Loins  ' 

'  Harris 

•Bellies 

;  Plates  J 

Lard  ' 

All  : 

All  : 

Total 

; bar rows 

;    1/  ; 

;  2/ 

• 

:    and  j 
jjords  4/ : 

5/ 

!    lean  :    fat  : 
cuts  7/; cuts  8/: 

carcass 

;  and 
:gilts  IC 

{Dollars 

Dollars 

Dollars 

Dollars 

Dollars 

Dollar  s 

Dollar  s 

X^  NaT  afc  «b         *  W 

Dollars 

Dollars 

1905 

'  9^.52 

8.95 

9«41 

6. 44 

8.84 

8,20 

8^59 

8,03 

5,36 

1903 

:  10,68 

10.41 

11,  79 

X  X  *?  1  «./ 

7.65 

10.43 

9,48 

10,65 

9o49 

6,33 

1907 

•  11»01 

3  0  >  50 

i2o01 

8.20 

II0I9 

9,  70 

10*96 

9o85 

6,25 

1908 

\  9*76 

9c24 

9e89 

7o93 

11,08 

0  »  ^  / 

y «.  0  0 

8.86 

5.  72 

1909 

;  12c39 

10.94 

12c54 

10.39 

12c61 

lU  ,  bb 

11 5  y  0 

10,91 

7.-41 

1910 

:  14,22 

13^56 

16.42 

II088 

14,05 

Ic  »  ol 

1  otlb 

13e07 

9,03 

1911 

:  12,07 

11«47 

12,39 

8.08 

10.36 

10  .  oU 

11  scU 

10.19 

6,85 

1912 

}  13.09 

12e02 

12,50 

10,14 

11,45 

11  5  40 

11  •  00 

11,03 

7.64 

1913 

I  14o86 

13»64 

15=08 

11.14 

11,96 

1  c .  yi 

lo  ,yy 

12,40 

8.50 

1914 

!  15,36 

13.58 

15^24 

11,06 

11*55 

13o  25 

14»09 

12,58 

8,43 

1915 

!  14.34 

12,03 

13e79 

9.40 

10.47 

11 . 76 

12,58 

11,18 

7,39 

1916 

;  16..23 

15.73 

15.87 

12*59 

14.63 

14o  58 

14<j  92 

14*03 

9e49 

1917 

!  24.31 

3  2  5>  2  3 

27.75 

21.83 

23.32 

21*66 

26.12 

22.19 

15^70 

1918 

\  29.49 

2  6  •  6  € 

34.  92 

24.68 

27.  75 

25*  36 

32.10 

26e29 

17,89 

1919 

31c  40 

27^90 

31.49 

26.07 

31  •  43 

26,72 

29.99 

27.15 

18.54 

1920  ; 

31.07 

25.92 

26.90 

18.71 

X  W  fl  IX 

22.22 

24c86 

24.64 

23,06 

14.53 

1921 

I  23.13 

17.81 

16.65 

11.04 

13,21 

17,02 

15.10 

14,94 

8.84 

1922 

;  21«29 

1Q.44 

17w  75 

IO0O2 

13.15 

X  ^  •  X  ^ 

17,35 

15,63 

15^24 

9,67 

1923 

•  17^75 

15^.  39 

8.54. 

1  3 .  QO 

13  c  84 

12,89 

13*06 

7.83 

192^ 

.  18.53 

14,93 

1  4., 24 

9  .67 

16.65 

14.29 

12,98 

13*82 

8.46 

1925 

•  24.24 

20  ^  50 

X          \J  w 

19s75 

21o53 

19.30 

12.23 

1926 

,  27,09 

23.84 

25.22 

12, 77 

X  w  3   1  ( 

18.91 

22,37 

21,79 

20.48 

12,94 

1927 

!  23„94 

18.03 

20  >  55 

IT  c04 

15^  66 

18.03 

17.93 

16,73 

10a45 

1928 

•  22.01 

17o  73 

X  ■  0   1  c 

X  f  0  v>  «>/ 

10,80 

15-  30 

17,31 

15,36 

15, 69 

9.70 

1929 

•  24.02 

1 Q  -  7n 

17^  5."^ 

XvJ  »  t:U 

X  _  0  u  c< 

lGo99 

15.58 

1 6„  49 

10.51 

X  w  7  w  X 

1930 

•   2 2. 24 

1  7 . 60 

J-  1   9  WW 

X     .  X  — 

13.18 

X  V''  .  X  U 

17,41 

16,05 

15^52 

X  w  C  w  (>>/ 

9,85 

1931 

X  0  »  c/ V 

D  ,  C7  X 

Q  7Q 

12.11 

11,25 

f5.65 

7 

7  "2,0 
/  .  OU 

0  .  oc 

7.97 

6,41 

7  n"^ 

?     y  •  1  o 

P  09 

0  •  1  w 

4.  oy 

'  e  Ju 

7.,98 

7a5 

7  OA 

1  Q  A 

:  lo » f 1 

1606  1 

lOc  10 

/  f  ob 

,  o4 

11«97 

12€l4 

10 ,  y4 

CUb 

lyoo 

19^.00 

21,77 

14^40 

15  so8 

18  j91 

19,75 

17,65 

9. 

\  20»30 

19ol8 

19. ,29 

11 .03 

12, d9 

17.86 

1  7*01 

15t  80 

xOo35 

1937 

\  22s 40 

18,27 

19.23 

12  c  76 

12,94 

18. 47 

17.45 

16,28 

10  J  70 

1938 

I  19.01 

16.79 

15.44 

8,51 

9e47 

16,05 

13,53 

13,39 

8,63 

1939 

!  16.86 

15.24 

11.35 

6»87 

7.66 

14,27 

10.12 

11.26 

7.08 

1940 

f  14e91 

13  -.19 

9:  66 

4o99 

6.38 

12.43 

8.38 

9.60 

6,03 

1941 

•  £iO,24 

20, 25 

1 0  s  2  2 

7c0" 

IO0O2 

18,71 

13,70 

14.88 

A      0  CT 

9 ,85 

1  QAO 

or;    0  D 
CO  e  CO 

lo  oyo 

9.93 

1/1      A  f7 

14.  47 

25cll 

16,47 

19  c  66 

1 0 .  y  y 

iib  .Uo 

cc.  yb 

1  /  s  00 

9 . 79 

lo,  00 

23.27 

15,48 

lo.  79 

T  A  CC 

14c  bb 

T  O  /I  /I 

ly  44  • 

o  /I  c: 
c^.  /O 

cl .  oO 

lo.  72 

9 « 42 

15.55 

21.89 

14,71 

17.88 

T  A     ^  A 

14,14 

,      C-S.  9  1  O 

cc  .  11 

1  f  «  ob 

xU  .  11 

locOO 

22  *36 

15.36 

lo  •  cy 

1  A  7fi 

1946 

34.00 

29.05 

24.97 

14c56 

25,76 

29.10 

22.10 

25,03 

17o97 

1947 

•  50.77 

46*56 

47o81 

19.89 

25.84 

44*28 

40,12 

37.41 

26,32 

1948 

!  53.73 

48.93 

42.59 

17.72 

24.28 

46.00 

35.74 

37.02 

25.61 

1949 

!  47,27 

43.15 

32e44 

10.83 

15.09 

39c57 

26.49 

29.47 

19,94 

1950 

:  45.66 

42.11 

30,16 

10,40 

15,59 

38,35 

24,72 

28,87 

19.59 

1951  : 

46.55 

45,46 

31  c  33 

13.68 

20.34 

41.85 

26.47 

31,95 

21.45 

1952  J 

47.40 

44.15 

28. .76 

10r94 

14.48 

40.01 

23,85 

28.97 

19c36 

1953 

'  48.14 

49.02 

37,83 

13o26 

13,03 

42.97 

31.07 

31,74 

21,40 

For  footnotes  see  next  page,* 
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Table  Wholesale  value  of  pork  products  .(fresh  basis)  in  100  pounds 

of  live  hog,  Chicago,  5  year  average  1905-09  to  194-6-49  and  1950-53 


35,05  :  17.25 


5.54  lbs, 


:  Value  as  a  percent  of  tofaal  -value 


and  [ 
average  ] 

fibs,  of^lbs.  ofi 
i    lean  t    fat  s 
i    outs  :    outs  J 

.15  lbs. 
'  lard 

:  edible  ! 
:      by-  < 
:products 

!  Total  ; 
1  value  : 

1  • 

1  • 

liOan 
cuts 

*;  Fat 

cuts 

:  Lard 

:  Edibl 
:by-pro 
:  ducts 

  '  ■ "  •  " 

~'per^ 

Per-* 

Per-'"^ 

[Dollars 

Dollars 

Dollars 

Dollars 

Dollars 

cent 

cent 

cent 

■Mkii»— *• 

cent 

Average : 
1905-09  . 

i  3.26 

1,78 

1.62 

.21 

6.87 

47.5 

25c9 

23,6 

3.0 

1910-14  1 

{  4.27 

2.29 

1*78 

•  30 

8.64 

49.4 

26.5 

20.6 

3,5 

1915-19  J 

1  7.02 

5.99 

•z  o  "Jt 
OmCO 

»  4o 

14.  by 

4 f  .o 

C  I  •i. 

O  O  f~\ 

o.l 

1920-24  ' 

1  6.12 

2.80 

2.37 

.37 

11.66 

52  e  5 

24.0 

20.3 

3*2 

1925-29  1 

!  6.76 

3*18 

2.53 

o44 

12,91 

52o4 

24,6 

19.6 

3.4 

1930-34  1 

!  4.03 

1.83 

1.39 

.28 

7.53 

53.5 

24.3 

18.5 

3.7 

1935-39  1 

1  6.00 

2.69 

1.75 

.40 

10*84 

55.4 

24.8 

16.1 

3.7 

1940-44  :  7.11 

2.37 

1.86 

.43 

11.77 

60.4 

20.1 

15.8 

3.7 

1945-49  1 

.  12.71 

4.82 

3.13 

.77  . 

21.43 

59,3 

22.5 

14.6 

3.6 

1950 

t 

!  13.62 

4.26 

2.34 

,81 

21.03 

64.8 

20.2 

11.1 

3.9 

1951 

!  14.67 

4.57 

3.05 

.98 

23.27 

63.1 

19.6 

13.1 

4.2 

1952 

I  14.02 

4.12 

2.17 

.79 

21.10 

66.5 

19.5 

10.3 

3.7 

1953  1/ 

!  15.06 

5«36 

1,9.5 

.75 

23.12 

65.1 

23.2 

8.4 

3.3 

l7  JanuVry-lTay  average. 

Computed  from  data  provided  by  !>  arket  News  Division,  Livestock  Branch,  B5A. 


15  pounds  of  lard  v;ere  each  rrorth  about  one-half  as  much  as  the  lean  cuts 
and  were  together  equal  to  half  the  total  carcass  value.    Edible  by-products 
made  up  tlie  last  3  percent. 


3y  contrast,  the  fat  cuts  have  recently  been  v/orth  only  30  percent  as 
much  as  the  lean  cuts^  and  lard  only  15  to  20  percent  as  much.    Their  com- 
bined value  has  been  only  around  30  percent  of  the  total  return  for  the  hog. 

These  values  are  totals  for  individual  pork  products  classified  into 
4  groups;  lean  cuts,  fat  cuts,  lard  and  edible  by-products.  Representative 
yields  used  for  the  various  cuts  total  72.84  pounds  of  all  products  per  100 
pounds  live  weight  of  hog.    Constant  yields  were  used  for  the  entire  period 

Footnotes  for  tabirTr^  l/'S-lO  lb.  average.    Z/  12-14  lb.  average. 
5/  Clear  bellies  8-12  IbT  average.    4/  RegularT  D.S.  1905-1951,  D.S.  Jowl 
Kutt  1952-53.    5/  Tierce  or  carton.  ""6/  Combined  in  proportion  to  their  re- 
spective yields""from.  live  hog.    7/  35T05  IbSo  loins,  hams,  Boston  butts, 
picnics,  spareribs  and  lean  triraiaings.    8/  17.25  lbs.  bellies,  plates  and 
jowls.    9/  72.84  lbs.  Includes  15  lbs.  lard  and  5*54  lb.  minor  pork  products. 
10/  Choice  200-220  lbs.    ll/  Jan. -May  average. 
Compiled  from  Market  News',  Livestock  Branch,  PIIA. 


IIAY-JTOIE  1953 


-  18  - 


covered.    In  this  regard,  probably  the  only  major  changes  in  yields  over 
the  years  has  been  in  the  triimiiing  of  fat  from  the  lean  cuts  and  in  the 
rendering  of  excessively''  fatty  cuts  into  lard.    The  yields  used  allow  for 
converting  all  fat  backs  into  lard*    Prices  for  the  table's  and  charts  are 
Chicago  wholesale  prices  for  pork  products,  fresh  basis,  for  all  except 
plates  and  jowls  Vv'hich  are  dry  salted,  •  • 

So  far,  producers  have  modified  only  slightly  their  methods  of 
raising  and  marketing  hogs  in  response  to  the  increasing  consumeir  demand 
for  lean  pork.    Hogs  are  marketed  at  heavier  weights  nov/  than  years  ago-- 
a  trend  that  of  itself  would  increase  the  proportionate  supply  of  fat 
pork,    Vfeights  of  hogs  slaughtered  under  Federal  inspection  averaged  225 
pounds  in  1921-25,  but  vrere  up  to  247  pounds  in  1S48-52,    There  doubtless 
has  been  a  trend  away  from  the  very  chunkiest,  fattest  hog  type  that  was 
popular  several  decades  ago,  and  new  meat- type  breeds  and  leaner  strains 
have  been  developed.    But  these  changes  in  t^.'pe  of  hog  scarcely  more  than 
offset. the  heavier  iveights  at  which  hogs  are  sold.  - 

^here  are  two  leading  v;ays  of  adjusting  to  the  changed  relative 
demand  for  lean  versus  fat  pork.    The  first  is  to  increase  the  market  for 
pork  fats— either  domestic  or  foreign.    And  the  second  is  to  produce  more 
lean  and  less  fat  in  the  hog  carcass.    Neither  of  these  holds  a  certain 
ansi'/er  to  this  problem  unless  saae  striking  changes  are  made* 

Both  private  agencies  and  the  Department  of  Agriculture  have  ex- 
tensive research  programs  attempting  to  extend  the  profitable  use  of 
animal  fats.    Some  are  designed  to  recapture  old  markets  that  have  been 
lost  to  other  sources*    Projects  to  improve  the  quality,  flavor  and  keep- 
ing qualities  of  lard  are  of  this  nature.    Som^e  research  is  pointed  toward 
developing  new  uses  such  as  the  addition  of  fats  to  animal  feeds  or  their 
use.  in  plastics.    Eovi  much  potential  there  is  for  nev/  or  expanded  outlets 
is  partly  a  technological  question  the  answer  to  which  cannot  be  foreseen. 

Producing  more  lean  and  less  fat  in  the  hog  carcass  is  a  definite 
possibility,  as  has  been  demonstrated  repeatedly.    Retarding  such  a 
change  are  (1)  the  big  supply  of  com,  basically  a  fat-producing  feed; 
(2)  custom  and  habit  in  hog  breeders;  and  (3)  the  absence  of  a  price 
differential  for  meat  type  hogs. 

Studies  have  been  under  way  for  a  number  of  ^''ears  to  determine  a 
way  of  marketing  hogs  on  a  quality- differential  basis.    Hogs  are  usually 
priced  and  rated  by  weight  groups  rather  than  degree  of  finish  or  cut-out 
value.    That  is,  all  200-220  pound  hogs  vdll  visually  sell  at  a  given 
market  on  a  given  day  for  about  the  saivie  price.    For  the  bulk  of  hogs 
market   '  weight  and  finish  are  closely  interrelated,  but  a  number  of  in- 
dividual hogs  in  a  given  weight  group  will  produce  excessively  fat 
carcasses  and  others  v.lll  produce  leaner  ones.    Federal  grades  for  live 
hogs  have  been  set  up  to  provide  a  better  method  for  determining  the 
value  more  accurately  but  they  are  not  yet  generally  in  use^  Apparently 
most  packers  feel  that  the  cost  of  sorting  and  grading  hogs  more  than 
offsets  any  advantages  and  that  total  returns  to  farmers  are  in  line  with 
the  value  of  the  products  producedc    Such  a  procedure,  v/hile  it  may 
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"average  out"  for  hog  raisers  as  a  group,  fails  to  reimburso  the  producer 
of  neat  t^'pe  hogs  in  lino  vdth  thoir  superior  value  as  meat.    It  does 
not  rev/ard  him  for  going  to  the  trouble  to  raise  and  market  a  neat  ty^e 
hog. 

Another  marketing  nethod  designed  to  give  the  producer  the  en- 
courageraent  he  needs  to  raice  leaner  type  hogs  is  carcass  grading, 
v;hereby  the  producer  is  paid  on  the  basis  of  the  v/eight  and  grade  of  the 
carcasses  v^hen  his  hogs  are  slaughtered.    Such  a  system  involves  changes 
in  established  procedures  and  customs  in  marketing  and  causes  som.e  delay- 
in  final  payment  to  the  producer.    This  method  is  being  offered  by  seme 
packers. 

Farmers  are  not  lihelj/-  to  shift  to  producing  meatier  hogs  in 
any  substantial  numbers,  hov;e\''er,  unless  they  receive  a  commensurate 
price  incentive  at  the  market  place o    Closely  allied  to  this  problem  is 
the  cost  of  production  for  meat  type  versus  lard  type  hogs.    Higher  costs 
for  meatier  hogs  v/oald  inhibit  the  changeover,  lov/er  costs  irould  favor 
it. 

By  producing  leaner  hogs  the  hog  famer  v^ould  be  meeting  consumers* 
?dshes.    Resources  would  be  utilized  to  produce  the  most  desirable  pro- 
duct.   It  is  a  function  of  the  pricing  system  to  direct  the  efforts  of 
producers  in  the  direction  of  utility  or  usefulness  of  their  products* 
Unless  it  iii  allov;ed  to  do  that  it  is  not  carr3dng  out  its  proper  function. 

Under  a  system  of  paying  a  differential  price  for  meat  type  hogs, 
those  producers  v;ho  raise  and  market  hogs  of  that  t^rpe  v;ould  receive  an 
enhanced  income*    If  the  change  to  meaty  hogs  v;ere  more  nearly  universal, 
some  economic  gain  vj-ould  accrue  to  the  entire  industry  from  replacing 
lov.'-priced  fat  i-dth  higher-priced  lean.    Hor/ever,  as  m.ore  lean  and  less 
fat  v:ere  produced  the  wide  price  differential  betiveen  the  two  would  be 
narro'vved  somewhat.    The  lower  price  for  lean  v/ould  at  least  partially 
offset  the  bigger  quantity  to  be  sold.    Dollar  income  to  the  industry  as 
a  whole  vrould  not  be  increased  enough  to  be  the  sole  or  main  reason  for 
changing  the  kind  of  hog  produced*    The  justification  is  rather  in  the 
factors  already  named,  fitting  production  to  the  expressed  preferences  of 
consuraers,  rewarding  the  producer  v/ho  does  so,  and  thereby  making  best 
use  of  the  com  from  30  to  S5  million  crop  acres  that  annually  is  fed  to 
hogs. 

rlSV/  OR  R^TiSSD  SERIIDS 

lie  at  Production 
and  Con sump ti on 

Table  8  presents  complete  sucor.ary  data  on  meat  production  and 
consuraption  since  1899.    Data  for  consumption  per  person  have  been  re- 
vised slightly  for  all  years  since  1909  because  of  a  change  in  the 
population  series.    The  nev/  estimates  of  population  include  adjustments 
to  compensate  for  underenumeration  of  all  the  population,  previously, 
only  the  underenumeration  of  children  under  5  had  been  corrected  for. 

(Concluded  on  page  25.) 
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Selected  Prio©  Statistics  for  Meat  Animals  l/ 


Item 


Unit 


Cattle  and  oalves 

Beef  steers,  slaughter  Zj 

Chicago,  Prime  

Choice  

Good  

Commercial  » . « .  < 

Utility 

All  grades  ....... 

Omaha,  all  grades  .... 

Sioux  City,  all  grades 
Cows,  Chicago  zf  i 
Commercial  .........••••..*<....>.•..........: 

Utility  ,  ; 

Caxmer  esd  Cutter  ...*« *j«  

Vee2ers,  Choice  and  Prime,  ChiOfevfo  .•  ....i 

Stocksr  and  feeder  sxeers,  Kansas  uity  ........  s 

Price  received  by  farmers  : 

Beef  cattle   «.....«...................t 

Teal  calves  <  


X  »  0  e  »  I 


Dollars  per 
100  pounds 
do. 
do* 
do. 
do. 
do. 
do. 
do. 

do. 
do. 
do. 
do. 
do* 

do. 
do. 


Jan. -gay  av» 


1952 


1955 


1952 
May 


Apr. 


Hay    ,  June 


Hogs  X 
Barrows  aod  gilts  t 

Chicago  J 

150-180  pounds   

18O~2O0  poxmds  

200-220  pounds  ; 

220-240  pounds  

240-270  pounds   s 

270-200  pounds  ...............t 

All  weights  

Bight  marksts  3^  

Sews ,  Chicago   <r«...  «...t 

Price  raoelTad  by  farmers 
Hog-ooni  price  ratio  ^ 

Chicago ,  barrows  and  gilts  

Price  received  by  farmers,  all  hogs  .... 

Sheep  and  lambs 
Sheep 

Slaughter  ewes.  Good  and  Choice,  Chicago  . 
Price  received  by  farmers  ................ 

Lambs 

Slaughter,  Choice  and  Prime,  Chicago  •«  ... 
Feeding,  Good  and  Choice,  (ki&ha  .......... 

Price  received  by  farmers  


do. 
do. 
do. 
do* 
do. 
do. 
do. 
do. 
do. 
do. 


All  mat  animals 

Index  number  price  received  by  farmers 
(I310-14al00) 


Heat 

Tfholaaale,  Chicago 

Steer  beof  carcass,  Choice,  600-600  pounds  2/' 
Lamb  carcass,  choioe,  50-40  pconds 
Composite  hog  products,  including  la 
72.84  pounds  fre>eb  >..«,.......... 

Average  per  100  pounds 
71.32  pounds  fresh  and  cured 
Average  per  100  pounds  . . . 


:  •  o  •  «  •  a  • 


d 


Index  nuDiber  seat  prices  (BLS) 
Hholesale  (1947-49sl00) 


56.97 
34.57 
31,74 
28.74 
26.15 
33.62 
32.10 
31.92 

24.52 
22.29 
19.40 
57,38 
51.72 

27.54 
50.86 


17.59 
18.38 
18.46 
18.23 
17.78 
17.30 
17.79 
17.61 
15.67 
17.32 


26.68 
23.87 

21.63 
19.52 
17.21 
22.95 
21,33 
21.27 

15,48 
14.28 
12.62 
29.03 
20.71 

18,22 
20.98 


20,43 
21.34 
21.40 
21.31 
21.10 
20.72 
21.08 
20.92 
18.72 
20.22 


36.20 
34.17 
31.62 
28.64 
26.20 
53.29 
51.79 
32.01 

25.42 
23,17 
20,16 
37.24 
32.06 

27.80 
30,50 


20.26 

21.06 
21.21 
20.95 
20,42 
19.81 
20.21 
20.21 
17.78 
19.20 


25.58 

21,  S9 
20.37 
18.68 
16.52 
21.50 
20,35 
20.23 

15.34 

14.11 
12.39 
26.28 
19.91 

17.30 
19.60 


21.06 
22.18 
22.32 
22.32 
22,28 
21.97 
22.29 
22,11 
20.24 
20,70 


25,51 

22.56 
20.95 
19.07 
17.06 
21.85 
20.98 
20.94 

15.12 
15.57 
11.44 
26.25 
19.80 

17.50 
19.80 


16.00 
17,00 


22.23 
24.46 
24.58 
24.58 
24.48 
24.15 
24.32 
24.01 
21.68 

25.10  22,70 


:  do,  i 
t       do.  : 

9,7 
10.4 

13.4 

13,8 

11.0 

11,5 

14.2 

14.2 

15.2 

15.5 

15,5 

:  do,  ; 
t        do,  3 

14.20 
13.24 

8.96 

8,46 

12.78 
12.80 

S.72 
8,50 

6.60 

8.18 

6,48 

t  do,  t 
:  do.  : 
:        do.  : 

28.80 

26.66 
26.66 

25.57 

20.84 

30.72 

26,30 
26.10 

24.12 
20.80 

25.85 

22,40 

22.00 

37S 

SOS 

394 

299 

317 

299 

sDollars  pars 
slOO  pounds  s 
:        do.  J 

55.18 
55.98 

39.12 
44.90 

54.83 
59.60 

36.46 
45.36 

37.36 
49.48 

J  Dollar*  ! 
X  do,  X 
X  do.  X 
X       do,  X 

19.77 
27.14 
23.08 
32.56 

22.31 

30.62 
25.71 
36.04 

21,54 
28.57 
24.87 
34.87 

25.05 
51.61 
26.49 
57.14 

24.91 
54.19 
28.39 
89,80 

112.9 

9S.5 

114.3 

88,2 

92.7 

S/  Chicago,  St,  Louis  N,  S.  T. ,  Kansas  City,  Omaha,  Sioux  City,  S.  St,  Joseph,  S,  St*  Paul,  and  ladlaTmpolla. 
4/  Hunber  bushels  of  com  equivalent  in  value  to  100  pounds  of  live  hogs. 
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Selected  marketing,  slaughter  and  stocks  statistics  for  meat  aniinals  and  meats  \J 


Item 


Jem.-M&y 


1953 


\  Dhit 

1952 

1 

:      1955  ! 

1952 
May 

:   April  : 

May 

: 

150 

146 

13o 

145 

154 

! 1,000 

795 

725 

190 

161 

160 

680 

600 

149 

99 

151 

; 

4,956 

6,499 

1,009 

1,571 

1,345 

.  1,915 

2,454 

588 

541 

504 

:  4,884 

5,681 

959 

1,100 

1,015 

28,155 

25^746 

A  AAA 

4,482 

4,525 

3,643 

6 

6 

9 

6 

8 

:  1,009 

995 

1,005 

988 

984 

189 

205 

202 

197 

229 

105 

101 

100 

100 

96 

:  do.       J  242 

257 

242 

255 

244 

564 

558 

565 

560 

558 

108 

114 

117 

112 

129 

49 

48 

48 

48 

46 

155 

154 

155 

152 

158 

'\  do. 

55 

58 

55 

57 

57 

57 

55 

57 

54 

55 

:  do. 

15 

15 

15 

14 

14 

:Million 

2,779 

3,615 

565 

766 

748 

205 

278 

45 

60 

65 

259 

272 

45 

52 

47 

:  do. 

5,740 

3,166 

594 

570 

502 

1,040 

851 

166 

146 

128 

Meat  animal  marketings 

Index  nuniber  (1935-39=100) 


Stocker  and  feeder  shipments  to 
S    Com  Belt  States 


Sheep  ajid  lambs 


Slaughter  xmder  Federal  inspection 
Kumber  slaughtered 


Calves  

Sheep  and  lambs  

Hogs   

Percentage  sows   

Average  live  weight  per  head 


Sheep  and  lanibs  . 

Hogs   

Average  production 
Beef,  per  head  , . 


lard,  per  head  

Lard,  per  100  po'xnds  live  weight 
Total  production 


Lamb  and 
Pork  2/ 


Total  commercial  slaughter  zj  : 

Number  slaughtered  !l,C500 

Cattle  ,   :head 

halves  :  do. 

Sheep  and  lanibs  do. 

Hogs  :  do. 

Total  production  :l5illion 

Beef  ^pounds 

Veal  ,   :  do. 

Lanib  and  mutton   :  do. 

Pork  Zj  :  do. 

Lard  :  do. 

Cold  storage  stocks  first  of  month  : 

Beef  :  do. 

Veal  :  do. 

Lamb  and  mutton  :  do. 

Pork  :  do. 

Total  meat  and  meat  products  4/  ;  do. 


6,794 
5,355 
5,294 
54,904 

3,661 
359 
258 
4,574 
1,210 


8,758 
4,166 

6,243 
29,840 

4,665 
477 
297 

3,934 

979 


1,578 

1,852 

1,808 

656 

916 

849 

1,027 

1,225 

1,156 

5,618 

5,454 

4,662 

742 

991 

965 

77 

102 

107 

49 

58 

52 

756 

714 

621 

195 

174 

151 

241 

255 

218 

194 

12 

21 

17 

16 

IS 

20 

17 

16 

824 

569 

558 

460 

1.251 

990 

929 

817 

^  Excludes  lard. 

"hj  Federally  inspected,  and  other  wholesale  and  retail. 

"XJ  Includes  stocks  of  sausage  and  sausage  room  products,  canned  meats  and  canned  meat  products,  and  edible 
offals,  in  addition  to  the  four  meats  listed. 
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Edible  Offals 

Data  on  meat  production  do  not  include  the  quantities  of  liver, 
heart,  head  meat  and  other  edible  offals  that  are  produced  each  year* 
Table  9  brings  forv/ard  estiirates  of  production  and  distribution  of  these 
products.    An  explanation  of  the  nature  and  sources  of  the    data  may  be 
found  in  this  Situation  for  Hay  1949. 

Revisions  in  prices  received  by  farmers  for  meat  animals  in  1952 
and  related  data  are  contained  in  table  10# 


Revisions  in  estimates  of  commercial 
meat  production  by  months  and  of  distri- 
bution by  quai'ters  for  1952  are  omitted 
because  of  lack  of  space.    Data  vdll  be 
supplied  on  request  to  the  editor  of  this 
Situati on. 
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